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Tue Zerritorial Ezpositor, pub-
lished at Phoenix, Arizons, has
containcd some very fair and well
wrilten articles on the **Mormon”
question, which has been made
prominent in that Territory in
consequence of the egettlement
therein of a number of our people.
The Ezxpositor, without endorsing
our views or social customs has
taken an unprejudiced view both
of oux faith and practice, and this
has given umbrage to the dear
good, pious Christian souls who
think that no good thing can come
out of “Mermondom,” and whose
knowledge of ““Mormon” doctrines
snd doings consists of what they
have learned from bitter, truthless

and vicions anti- “Mormon”’
BOUIrCes,
One writer signing himself ‘M. "’

has: taken the t Lxrposi‘or jseverely
to task for 1its wunbiaced re-
merks . and and ‘that paper
gives place to the longz string
of errors and platifudes put by its
correepondent. In a succeeding
number appears an able answer to
“M?* pigned *Q,”” and also a reply
by the editor which' we here ap-

pend as evidence of the candor and
fairness of one journal in the region
where cur Arizona colonists are la-
boring to redeem the waste places
aagd make the wilderness bloom
with beauty and abundance:

““In the Ezpositor of August 22d,

we published the communication |

of *‘M.” under the caption *‘That
Mormon Question,’ which was in
reply to ours on the same subject,
in the Frpositor of the previous
week. As ouar article was crowded
out that week, and last week was
also left out to give place to what
we consider the sensible, moderate,
and liberal remarks of ‘Q ,” we re-
ply this week,

First—QOur comments on the quo-
tations from the DESERET NEWS
were not too partial in the opinion
of any except e of strong anti-
Mormon proclivities; and we did
not take the statements of the

Deserer NEwWS a8 the es-
sence of truth but quot-
ed them a3 the wuncontradicted
statements of an ably edited and,
toall appearance, a fairly conduct-
ed newspaper. We consider that the
statemnents made on one side of a
question are always entitled to as
much credit as are those made on
the other, and If the one treats the
subject in a moderate and inoffen-
sive manner, while the other uses
offensive and provoking language,
we will be very apt to say that the
moderate party the better of
the argumeant. In this connection
we ask ‘M’ 1o compare his own
communication, in which he uses
the sentence, ‘‘they see the sensual
brutalizing influences which pre-
vail in Utab;” with the repiy of
““Q,” and we think his candor will
compel him to say that what ap-
pears to him partiality, is founded
on good reason. :
Second—Our article in no sense
branded ail those who compose the
Methodist, Presbyterian or any
other org:nization, as ““without
character,” It was plainly intend-
ed to g0 designate that class of re-
ligionists—so-called Christiane—no
matter of what church, immerial-
jzed by Robert Burns under the
title of *‘funco’ guid and rigidly
righteons,” who are always more
concerned about their neighbors’
faults and fellies than their own,
Third—If “M” can vouch for the
goecd “"animus,character and effect”
of the proselytizing party in Utah,
and the bad “‘animus” etc, of poly-
gamy, he takes more en hims=elf
than we will, except after a long
and searching Investigation. And
more, we decline to place implicit
confidence in the assertions of any
proselytizing ty, when confra-
dicted by the facts at our own com-
mand; and a8 we cannot go to,Utah
we take the Mermons of Arizona as
exponents of Mormonism else-
where,and judged by this standard,
the sentence of “M" concerning
¢‘gensual, brautalizing effects,””  as
well zg thai about the “‘slavery of
the women and ignorance of the
children,” are alike upjustified anda
unworthy consideration.
Fourth—The question of loyalty
does net, in our opinion, deserve
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trick of denouncing our
in religion and tica, as disloyal,
! rebellious, ete., hasbeen to0 often
used to deceive any but the ex-
tremely ignorant and prejudiced;
and in our creed a good neighbor is
always a citizen and a good
Christian. To do good ix not only
the best rel
of loyalty, As to‘the courts in
Utah being a farce,” we could most
sincerely wish that it was only in
Utah, and in prorecutiens for poly-
gamy that the notoriously guilty
were able to mock at justice.
Fifth— ‘M’ is plainly beyond his
depth when he attempts to draw
the line between opinions and
| what he calis overt acts; and he is
still more out of his spheré when
he compares polygamy with child
murder. All jurists make a broad

|
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and mala
words, acts criminal in themselves
a3 being manifestly ageinst the law
of naturé, and acts harmless in
themeselves, but declared eriminal
by statute, Of the former class are
murder, robbery, ete., of the latter
(are polygamy, smuggling, ete.,
which are eriminal or lawfal ac-
cording to time and place, at the
will of the law-maker.

And now it appears to us that
this whole controversy in Utah de-
pends upon the answer to the ques-
tion: Is polygamy wrong; it
really against nature or injurious to
one’s neighbors? and we don’t think
the question has yet been satisfac-
| torily answered. True we are op-
posed to it; but does that give us
any right, religiously oc politically,
to force eur belief on others? When
‘M’ speaks of the use of troops and
contempts of courts in Utah, he
proves too much, for we all know
that courts ean become truly con-
temptible and that troops can be
used for a bad par In
what we said about the virtue, in-
dustry and thrift of the Mormons,
we spoke from what we saw in
Texas and Arizona; and the asser-
tions of people who imagine they
are serving Christ ' by abusing and

opposing their npeighbors, is not

sufficient to make us believe that a
%und man in Arizona is a demon in

tah; and even if he had played
that part in the latter place, we
would think that he only imitated
other *‘Christians,” by abusing
power when he could.

In econclusion, by raising our
| voice for toleration and Christian
forbearance towards the Mormons,
we do not think we put ourselves
on record as a Mormon, oreven as
partial to them, but if over-zealous
anti-Mormons choose to give us
that name, we can wa lt.tﬁl Ikt

lyga is wrong, a we thin
Ftoia, wé had mtlrror Jet it diea
natural death as all religious errors
have heretofore died, than to give
it a new lease of life by attempls
to kill it before its time."

-—

THE UNRIGHTEOUS TERRI-
TORIAL SYSTEM.

WE copy the following letters from
the Arizonan, on the subjeet of
Territorial serfdom, because they
touch on a subject of interest to all
the people who inhabit those por-
tions of the public domain which
under the name of the Territories
are governed by a worse than mon-
archial despotism. The writer is
Gideon J, Tucker, Esq., of Pressoti,
Arizona, and we enderse ais sug-

gestion for a concerted movement
among the Territories towards em-
ancipation from the slavery of the
present anomalous system,

Thia is letter No. 1.:

¢ Ed, Arizonan: The foundation
principle of the American political
system has been repeatedly declar-
ed to bes the right of self-govern-
ment. The Coustitation of the
United States is supposed to rest
apon that principle. In the lan-

pendence, we proclaim, as a people,
to the entire world, that *‘Govern-
ments derive their just powers from
the consent of the governed.’

And yet the United States deny
to the American citizens, who have
come out into thess Territories to
plant and to dig, to build up and to
civilize, this right of self-govern:
ment., Let a citizen, for instance,
live near the boundary between
California and Arizona. That boun-
dary is a river. On the ene side of
the river, this citizen is of politi-
cal stature; he can vote for Presi-
dent of the United States, and for a

jgion but the best proouf

distinction between acts mala in s¢
prohibita ~ in other

guage of the Declaration of Inde- |
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one sentence in reply, and if it did,| Representative in Congress, who
““Q” has well answered it; for the|can give voice and vote te his po-

litical views. and preferences. He
can vote for his own Governor, his
own Judges, Legislators and lecal
execntive officers. I.et him crose
the Colerado, he is a political eu-
nuch! He is bereft of almost all his
civic rights. He is not a freeman;
heisa man to be governed from
Washington. His law-makers and
law expounders, and law executors
come from thousands of miles
away, — strangers to him, to
his interests, and to his wants
and preferences, For him the
glittering generalities of the Decla-
ration of Independence de not ex-
ist. ““The consent of the govern-
ed,” would raise a laugh among the
department clerks under Becretary
Schurz. “Theright of self-govern-
ment is all well enough in the
States, you know,—butas to the
hundreds of thousands of citizens in
the Territories, why! it is quite an-
other thing, you know.” They
would probably tell us, at Wash-
ington, that Thomas Jeflferson,
when penning that immortal docu-
ment, never contemplated the pro-
bable future population of the west-
ern country, and their rights,
What we desire every reader of
this paper to do, is to ask himself
the question, ‘““Why should I not
have the same rights as a freeman
now that I Jive in Arizona, as 1
had when I lived in California, or
Ohio, or New York?” And if he
uunufudaa he ought to have, let him
in to agitate for the restoration
freedom.

And here is Jetter No. 2;

“/Claiming that an American cit-
izen should nave the same political
right in a Territory as he would
have in a Btate, is it not worth
while for us to consider how this
claim should be assertec? The evils
of thejpresent pro-consular system
of governing the Territories from
the Interior, Department and the
Senate chamber at Washington,are
too great and too pressing to be
long tolerated by freeborn and in-
telligent communities. What is
the remedy? By what road shall
weadvance to the right of self-gov-
ernment?

There is the Maginnis bill, so
called, which was introduced into
the .Efnuuu of Representatives by
Delegate Maginnis, of Montana,
and which was approved of by the

rise, JKxpositlor and the
Miner, and by some others also of
our Territorial papers, if I mistake
not. It proposes to give the people
of each Territory the right to elect
Governor, Secretary, Treasurer, At-
torney-General and Justices of Su-
preme Court. It gives a Territory
almost unlimited self~government,
8o far as it relates to Territorial af-
fairs. But it brings the Territories
into no <loser relation than at pres-
ent,with the Federal Government.
They are, as to all Federal matters,
still to be left as but colonies. No
volce in Congress,no vote for Presi-
dent is proposed to be conferred on
us by the Maginnis bill.

A concerted movement on the
part of the people of the Territories
might secure
Maginnis bill, at the next session
of Congress, which begins in De-
cember, ’79, I1f the newspapers of

of

the Territories were to take up the |
ressure that would be |

subject, the
brought to r mizht shame the
politicians at Washington into do-
ing us justice.

The fact that there is a democra-
tic majority of ten in the United
States Senate, and that that major-
ity is not liable any longer to con-
firm Hayes’ republican nominees
for Territorial coffices, might even
convert the man of the White
House to the Maginnis biil; he
might be willing that the republi-
can votera in the Territories ehould
hereafter take their share in a pop-
ular scramble for the places which
he and his cabinet can no longer
monopolize. T,

PRESCOTT, Sept. 13:h, 1879.

SECRETARY EVARTS’ CIR-
QULAR LETTER.

SNEVERAL eastern papers publish
the full text of Becretary Evarts’
circular letter of instruction to the
diplomatic officers of the United
States in various European coun-
tries. We have been looking for
gome time for the much .talked of
document, and now present it to
our readers 88 & gpecimen of the
folly of the head of the State De-

partment of the Government of
this enlightened Republic. The

blanks in the circular are filled up
according to the name of the

country to which the person receiv-
fog it is accredited:

“8ir—The annual statistics of
emigration into the United States
show that large numbers of emi-
grants come to our shores every

ear from the various countries of

uarope for the avowed purpose of
joining the Mormen community at
Salt Lake, in the Territory of Utah,
ander the auspices and guidance of
the emissaries and agents of that
eommunity in foreign ports. This
representation of the intere-ts of
Mormonism abroad,which has been
carried on for yeirs, is understoou
to have developed unusual
activity of late, espeeially
ia - , among other eountries
where it has unfortunately obtained
a greater or less feothold. The
gystem of polygamy, which is pre-
| Palent in the community of Uiah,
is largely based upon and promoted
by these accessions from Hurope,
drawn mainly from the ignorant
dlasses, who are easily influemnced
by the deuble appeal to their pas-
gions and their peverty, held eut in
the flattering picture of a home in
the fertile and prosperous region,
where Mormonism bhas established
its material seat. Inasmuch as the
practice of polygamy is based on a
formm of marriage by which addi-
tional wives ate ‘sealed’ to the men
of that community, these so-called
‘marriages’ are pronounced by the
Jaws of the United States to be
orimes against statutes of the coun-
try, and punishable as such. Ou
the lst of July, 1862, the Congress
of the United States passed an acL
expressly designed, as appears from
its title, ‘to punish and prevent the
practice of polygamy in the Terri-
tories of the United BStales and
other places,’etec. That act remains
the law of the land as to its con-
tinuing provisions, which, in the
revision of the statutes of the
Pnited States made in 1874, read as
follows:

SECTION 5352. Every person hav-
ing a husband or wile living, who
marries another, whether married
or gingle, in a Territory or other
place over which the United States
have exclusive Juarisdiction, 1is
guilty of bigamy, and shall be pun-
ished by a fine of not more than
$500, and by imprisonment for =
term not exceeding more
than three Yyears. But this
gection shall not extend to an)
person by reason of any former
marriage whose husband eor wile
by such marriage is absent for five
successive years, and 18 nol Ewoww
to such person to be living; nor to
any Suruun by reasoun of any foruwe:s
marriage wbich has beeu dissoived
by a decree of acompetent courl;
nor to any person by reason of any
former marriage which has beewu
pronounced void by decree of =
competent court on the g:ound of
nullity of the marriige contract,”

W hatever doubt, if any,has here-
tofore existed as to the efliciency ol
the law above cited, and the intent
of the general government to eu-
force it, has now been terminated

e enactment of the | by the recent decision of the Su-

preme Court, the highest judiciai
tribunal ef the land, sustaining the
constitutionality of the legislation
and affirming the convictlon and
punishment of offenders against
that law,

| Under whatever gspecious guise
the subject may be presented b)
those engaged in instigating the
European movement to swell the
numbers of the law-defying Mor-
monsof Utah, the bands and orgaa-
igations which are got together in
foreign lands as recruits cannot be
regarded as otherwise than a delib-
erate and systematic attewmpt to
bring persons to the United BStates
with the intent] of violating their
laws and committing crimes ex-
pressly purishable under the stat-
ute as penitentiary effences.

No friendly power will, of course,
| knewingly lend its aid, even indi-
rectly, to attempts made withiu its
borders against the laws and gov-
ernment of 8 country wherewith it
is at peace with eslablished terms
of amity and reciprocal relations of
treaty between them; while, even
were there no queastion involved of
open and penal infraction of the
Jawsof the land, every considera-
tion of comity should prevail to

vent the territory of a friendly
tate from becoming a resort or re-
fuge for the crowds of misguided
men and women whose offences
against morality and decency
would be intolerable in the land
from whence they come,

It is not doubted, therefore, that
when the subject is brought to its
|nttantiun, the government of ——

will take such steps as will be com-
patible with its laws and usages to
check the organization of these
crimiual enterprises by agents who
are thus operating beyond the reach
of the law of the United Btates,
and to prevent the departure of
those proposing ito come hither as
violators of the law by engaging in
such criminal enterprises by whom-
soever instigated.

You are instructed, therefore, t3
present the matter to the govern-
ment of — through the minister
of foreign affairs, and to urge earn-
est attention to it in the interest
not merely of a faithful execution
of the law of the United States, bnt
of the peace, good order and moral-
ity which are cultivated and sought
to be promoted by all civilized
countries, You will fortily your
representations on the subject of
the citation o' any facts which may
come to your notice concerning
emigration of this character from
——, and to this end the consular
officers in your jurisdiction have
been instructed to communicate to
you what information with regard
thereto may come to theyr know-
ledge. Your timely protest in
cases where the probable de-
parture of Mormen emigrants is
reported or known (o you, would
probably prove a weighiy auxiliary
to the general representations you
are iostructed to make., Yweou are
also authorized in your discretion
to call attention to the subject and
the determined purpose of this
government to enforce this law and
eradicate this institution, through
the public press of the principal
cities or parta of the country, as
you may find it usefnl towards the
«nd in view. I desireto beinform-
ed ofthe steps taken by you under
these instructions, and of the dis-
position ehown in reference to the
~ame by the government to which
you are accredited.

I am, sir, your obedient servant,

WM, M, EVARTS,
Washington, D. C.,
August 9, 1879.

The legic and the grammar of
the great Evarts are both palpably
at fault in this remarkable produc-
tion, “The bands and organiza-
tions which are got together” he
characterizes as an ‘‘attempt”
(where did Evarts go to school?)
and says, ‘‘they cannot be regarded
as otherwise than an attempt to
bring persons to the United States
with the intent of violating their
laws and committing ctimes”

Why ec¢an they mot be ‘ye-
garded a8 otherwi:-e¢l” Who
can judge of the  intent

of & man, woman or cbild who em-
barks uvn a vessel bound for the port
of New York, except the inteut to
cross the ocea.? Unless an inten-
vion is expressed by an iudividual
to break the laws of the United
Siates, no person has the right to

«ert that such an intention exists.
If every “Mormon’ emigrant
eutered into an agreement to be-
¢ome & practical polygamist, or
every person on coming to Utah
wus compelled to contract plural
marriage, there might be some
ground for such a presumption as
che muddled Becretary’s. But the
people referred to are not ga:hered
in **bands” for any such purpose as
alleged in the circular,either by de-
sign or implication. ‘i‘hay embrace
the faith of the Latter-day BSaints
and in accordance with one of its
do-trines, gather with the bocCy of
the Chureh. They do not eome to
the ' nited States as paupers, or
criminals, or disturbers of the pub-
lic peace,but have been pronounced
by those who have the means of
knowing best, on both sides of the
Atlantie, the most orderly, intelli-
gent, cleanly and apparently well-
to-do class of emigrants that leave
Liverpool or enter the port of New
York.

But Evarts says to commit crime
is their intent, “no matter under
what specious guise the subject may
be presented.”” What ‘‘subjeet?”
He does not gpecify any subject,
He thinks ‘‘every consideration of
comity should prevail to prevent
the territory of a fiiendly State
from becoming & resort or refuge
for the crowds of misguided men
and women whose offences agsinst
morality and decency would be in-
tolerable in the land from whence
they come.” What in the world
does he maean by this singular sen-
tence? Does he intend to convey
the idea that all “Mormon® emi-
grants are guilty of offences against
morality and decency before they
leave their native lands? If so they
should be dealt with there, as the
laws may prescribe. If not, how
does he know or on what ground
does he presume that they will be-




